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Sir: 



The Appellants have carefully considered this application in connection with the Examiner's 
Final Rej ection electronically delivered July 26, 20 1 0 (hereinafter "Office Action"), and respectfully 
request a pre-appeal brief review of this application in view of the following remarks. 
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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Claims 1-20 are currently pending in the Application. 

I. Rejection of Claims 1-3, 6-10, and 13-14 under 35 U.S.C. §103 

The Examiner has rejected Claims 1-3, 6-10, and 13-14 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/01 10086 by Reches (hereinafter 
"Reches") in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,412,648 to Fan (hereinafter "Fan"). The Applicants 
respectfully disagree since the cited portions of the cited combination of Reches and Fan, as applied 
by the Examiner, do not teach or suggest each of n outputs, each having a destination first-in, first- 
out buffer (FIFO) and n crossbar FIFOs, wherein each of the n crossbar FIFOs interposes a 
corresponding one of each of n inputs and the destination FIFO of the output as recited in pending 
independent Claims 1 and 8. 

The Examiner cites the embodiment of Fig. 1 of Reches to assert a teaching of where each of 
n crossbar FIFOs interposes a corresponding one of each of n inputs. However, Fig. 1 of Reches 
shows that queues 21, 23, and 29 (equated by the Examiner as the claimed n crossbar FIFOs) only 
interpose input M and output port 62 (where a queue in the output port is equated as the claimed 
destination FIFOs). In contrast, Fig. 2 of the original specification shows that each of the n crossbar 
FIFOs for a destination FIFO interposes the destination FIFO and a corresponding one of each of the 
n inputs. For example, as depicted in Fig. 2 of the original specification, crossbar FIFOs 220, 222, 
and 224 connect to destination FIFO 226. However, rather than each of the crossbar FIFOs 220, 222, 
and 224 connecting to the same input as taught in Fig. 1 of Reches, each of the crossbar FIFOs 
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connect to a corresponding one of the n inputs . That is, crossbar FIFO 220 interposes input 1 and 
destination FIFO 226; crossbar FIFO 222 interposes input 2 and destination FIFO 226; and crossbar 
FIFO 224 interposes input 3 and destination FIFO 226. 




As such, the cited portion of Reches does not teach or suggest wherein each of the n crossbar 
FIFOs interposes a corresponding one of each of n inputs and the destination FIFO of the output as 
recited in pending independent Claims 1 and 8. Fan has not been cited to cure the above-noted 
deficiencies of the cited portions of Reches. As such, the cited portions of the cited combination of 
Reches and Fan, as applied by the Examiner, do not provide a prima facie case of obviousness for 
pending independent Claims 1 and 8 and Claims that depend thereon. Accordingly, the Appellants 
respectfully request the Review Panel to remove the § 1 03 (a) rej ection of Claims 1 -3, 6- 1 0, and 1 3- 1 4 
and allow issuance thereof. 

II. Rejection of Claims 4-5 and 11-12 under 35 U.S.C. §103 

The Examiner has rejected Claims 4-5, and 11-12 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Reches in view of Fan and in further view of U.S. Patent No. 6,975,638 to Chen, 
et al. (hereinafter "Chen"). As established above, the cited portions of the cited combination of 
Reches and Fan, as applied by the Examiner, do not provide a prima facie case of obviousness for 
pending independent Claims 1 and 8. Chen has not been cited to cure the above-noted deficiencies 
of the cited combination of Reches and Fan. As such, the cited portions of the cited combination of 
Reches, Fan, and Chen, as applied by the Examiner, do not provide a prima facie case of 
obviousness for pending independent Claims 1 and 8 and Claims that depend thereon. Accordingly, 
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the Appellants respectfully request the Review Panel to remove the § 1 03 (a) rej ection of Claims 4-5 
and 11-12 and allow issuance thereof. 

III. Rejection of Claims 15-17 and 20 under 35 U.S.C. §103 

The Examiner has rejected Claims 15-17, and 20 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Reches in view of Fan and in further view of U.S. Patent No. 5,905,873 to 
Hartmann, et al. (hereinafter "Hartmann"). As established above, the cited portions of the cited 
combination of Reches and Fan, as applied by the Examiner, do not provide a prima facie case of 
obviousness for pending independent Claims 1 and 8. Analogously, the cited portions of the cited 
combination of Reches and Fan, as applied by the Examiner, do not provide a prima facie case of 
obviousness of pending independent Claim 1 5 . Hartmann has not been cited to cure the above-noted 
deficiencies of the cited combination of Reches and Fan. As such, the cited portions of the cited 
combination of Reches, Fan, and Hartmann, as applied by the Examiner, do not provide a prima 
facie case of obviousness for pending independent Claim 15 and Claims that depend thereon. 
Accordingly, the Appellants respectfully request the Review Panel to remove the § 1 03(a) rejection of 
Claims 15-17 and 20 and allow issuance thereof. 

IV. Rejection of Claims 18-19 under 35 U.S.C. §103 

The Examiner has rejected Claims 1 8-19 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Reches in view of Fan and Hartmann and in further view of Chen. As established above, the cited 
portions of the cited combination of Reches, Fan, and Hartmann do not provide a prima facie case of 
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obviousness for pending independent Claim 15. Chen has not been cited to cure the above-noted 
deficiencies of the cited combination of Reches, Fan, and Hartmann. As such, the cited portions of 
the cited combination of Reches, Fan, Hartmann, and Chen, as applied by the Examiner, do not 
provide a prima facie case of obviousness for pending independent Claim 1 5 and Claims that depend 
thereon. Accordingly, the Appellants respectfully request the Review Panel to remove the § 103(a) 
rejection of Claims 18-19 and allow issuance thereof. 

V. Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing remarks, the Appellants respectfully submit that all of the claims 
currently pending in this Application are in condition for allowance and therefore earnestly solicit a 
Notice of Allowance for Claims 1-20. The Appellants request the Review Panel to telephone the 
undersigned agent of record at (972) 480-8800 if such would further or expedite the prosecution of 
the present Application. The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees, credits or 
overpayments to Deposit Account 08-2395. 



Respectfully submitted, 



HITT GAINES, P.C. 




Steven J. Hanke 
Registration No. 58,076 



Dated: October 22. 2010 



P.O. Box 832570 
Richardson, Texas 75083 
(972) 480-8800 
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with this request. 
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is required by 35 U.S.C. 132. The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the USPTO 
to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11, 1.14 and 41.6. This collection is estimated to take 12 minutes to 
complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any 
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U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED 
FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS. SEND TO: Mail Stop AF, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. 



If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PTO-9199 and select option 2. 
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The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection 
with your submission of the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, 
pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be advised that: (1 ) the general authority for the 
collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b)(2); (2) furnishing of the information solicited is voluntary; 
and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.S. Patent and Trademark 
Office is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or patent. If you do 
not furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to 
process and/or examine your submission, which may result in termination of proceedings or 
abandonment of the application or expiration of the patent. 

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses: 

1 . The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the 
Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552) and the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C 552a). Records from 
this system of records may be disclosed to the Department of Justice to determine whether 
disclosure of these records is required by the Freedom of Information Act. 

2. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of 
presenting evidence to a court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to 
opposing counsel in the course of settlement negotiations. 

3. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of 
Congress submitting a request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the 
individual has requested assistance from the Member with respect to the subject matter of the 
record. 

4. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the 
Agency having need for the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of 
information shall be required to comply with the requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as 
amended, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(m). 

5. A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in 
this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the 
World Intellectual Property Organization, pursuant to the Patent Cooperation Treaty. 

6. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal 
agency for purposes of National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to 
the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)). 

7. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, 
General Services, or his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as 
part of that agency's responsibility to recommend improvements in records management 
practices and programs, under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and 2906. Such disclosure shall 
be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing inspection of records for this 
purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not 
be used to make determinations about individuals. 

8. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after 
either publication of the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent 
pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 151 . Further, a record may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 
CFR 1 .14, as a routine use, to the public if the record was filed in an application which 
became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which application is 
referenced by either a published application, an application open to public inspection or an 
issued patent. 

9. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, 
or local law enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential 
violation of law or regulation. 



